Mr,   Spradling  stated that he  gave Mr.   White  the daily
operating  report,   as well  as  the  file for  the month,   and he
indicated that Mr.   White did  not  ask for the specific  report
for  the  forklift,   but  only generally wanted to  see mobile
equipment  reports   (Tr.   95)..     He  confirmed that approximately
16 to  20  employees  normally work  at  the plant in question
(Tr.   96).

Mr.   Spradling  stated that  he  had not  previously  noticed
the grommet pulled  out  of  the  hoist  connector.     However,  he
indicated that maintenance personnel  were aware of  it and
ordered a replacement part.     In his opinion,  the wires did
not  present  any  hazard  because  they were  individually
insulated and  no  bare wires were  present.     The wire which
held  the  insulated wires  together  was  there to keep tension
off  the  hoist  cable,   and  this was   done to eliminate any
safety  hazard  (Tr.   98).

Mr.   Spradling  stated that  the  remainder of  the week of
August  16,   1983,   was  spent undoing what was  done  to  secure
the plant  from the  hurricane,   and that the plant   "was
gradually built  back up to full  capacity by Thursday and
Friday",   but  was   shut  down over  the weekend  (Tr.   104).

Inspector White was  called  in rebuttal,   and he
testified as  follows   (Tr.   108-110):

Q.       What  specifically did  you discuss with
him then?

.A.       I  asked Mr.   Spradling  if  he  could show
me the  records where the defective  backup
alarm was   not working on this mobile
equipment   checklist.

Q.       What,   if  anything,   did  he tell you at
that time?

A.       He didn't make  them available.     He
didn't  know.     He  just went  and got  the
production   sheets.

Q.       Now what  type  of  production  sheet did he
show you?

A.       The  ones over  in the control booth.ts, such as exhibit R-3, and any defects in. equipment
